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News Section 


Post Mortem: Senators discussing the whole 
McCarthy affair in gatherings at the time of the 
funeral early this week came to one foreboding 
conclusion: that the forces which wore down the 
Wisconsin Senator still possess great vitality (wit- 
ness their recent reactivation in whitewashing 
Canadian diplomat Norman) and still have at 
their disposal very well-oiled machinery for pub- 
licity and blackmail, ready to go into action 
against anti-communism at any time. 

Recognition of the “facts of political life” about 
the McCarthy affair is necessary — Senators 
agreed — if American public men are to check- 
mate the above-mentioned forces effectively. First 
of all, this recognition requires revision of the 
common “liberal” version of how it all started, 
back in February 1950. It did not develop hap- 
hazardly, or merely as a result of supposed public 
reaction against Senator McCarthy’s first charges 
in that month about subversives in Government — 
according to some who have made a study of 
the famous affair. 

On the contrary, what actually happened was 
that McCarthy was coldly and calculatingly “se- 
lected” by a strategy committee of “liberals” as 
the man to be discredited, to be “made an ex- 
ample of,” thereby preventing the development 
of another Alger Hiss case (which had left severe 
scars on the prestige of the Left at that time). 

“They” chose McCarthy instead of Nixon or 
Mundt, then the best-known antagonists of com- 
munism on Capitol Hill, for sound reasons of 
political strategy. Nixon and Mundt were ex- 
perienced operators in the parliamentary scene 
and both had served a number of terms in the 
House before going to the Senate. 

McCarthy, on the other hand, was the most 
obscure of Senate “freshmen,” had not picked 
up much experience, and indeed seemed timid 
and unsure of himself at that time. He appeared, 
to the strategists of the Left, an ideal victim. 
They would confuse him, scare him, smear him 
and thus put an end to the then growing “Com- 
munists in Government” issue, once and for all. 
McCarthy’s speech in Wheeling, attacking Com- 
munists in Government, which actually got little 
press notice the next day, was followed by a 
pause, during which “they” made the decision — 
and choice. 

To their surprise, McCarthy proved far tougher 
and more resourceful than expected, and it took 
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over four years — in which they had to pull out 
all the stops — to wear him down, physically and 
politically. So runs one analysis of the famous 
affair, an analysis which is shared not only by 
many veteran legislators but also by correspond- 
ents in Washington (whether they dare to say so 
openly or not). 

Two topics in particular, relevant to this pic- 
ture, enlivened discussions of the Senators on 
the funeral planes which went to Appleton, Wis- 
consin: 

(1) Some discovered the fact, just going the 
rounds on the Hill, that the State Department, in 
the past year, found (and discharged) a “card- 
carrying Communist” among its personnel. 

The individual was a clerical worker and not in 
a high or “sensitive” position. No publicity was 
given the matter — for one reason, because 
“White House policy” since the censure of Mc- 
Carthy wanted it that way; and, secondly, be- 
cause security officials know full well that it is 
not “card carrying” Communists, but crypto- 
Communists or “liberal dupes” who present the 
biggest danger in the Executive arm of the Gov- 
ernment. They, indeed, are very “hard to get at.” 

(2) The second topic was little known even to 
some well-informed Senators. What set off the 
Norman case was material resulting from the dis- 
covery in the Treasury Department of hitherto 
well-concealed files of the famous Harry Dexter 
White, Soviet agent and former Assistant Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. These files were first spotted 
by investigators outside of the Treasury late in 
1955. Up until then, even the F.B.I. had no 
knowledge of their existence. 

The files contained much material showing 
that White was a far more important cog in the 
Soviet secret machine than had been definitely 
known before. There was much material filling 
out knowledge of a wide range of activities by 
the dead official; and finally, information which 
led the Senate Internal Security Subcommittee 
to break the story which touched off the affair 
of the Canadian diplomat. 

Why the Treasury (which had previously been 


- deemed very “clean of lefties”) failed to find this 


material earlier and to bring it to the attention 
of the F.B.I. remains a disturbing question. Sen- 
ators ask: is the “red network” so artfully imbed- 
ded in the ranks of the bureaucracy that it takes 
years for Hoover’s alert men to uncover one of 
its most important segments? Must we again 


fight a “McCarthy” battle? And, if so, where - 
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can we find a legislator who is ready to brave the 
secret “forces” and their “smear machinery”? 


Not Merely Gossip: According to well-informed 
diplomatic sources, Field Marshal Montgomery, 
during his recent visit to President Eisenhower 
in Gettysburg, is said to have warned his host 
of three possibilities in the international situa- 
tion: (1) war in the Far East, following exten- 
sive buildup of Red military forces in China and 
Korea; (2) fading of political strength of Premier 
Adenauer in Germany, who seeks re-election; 
and (3) declining power of the Tory party in 
Britain. 

@ A story —typifying the yawning division 
within the Democratic Party — is going the 
rounds of Capitol Hill. It is about Senator Lyn- 
don Johnson, Democratic leader of the Senate. 
When the Democratic “Advisory Council,” packed 
with party “liberals,” held its rather unsuccessful 
meeting in Washington last Friday, Johnson was 
invited to attend. He declined, saying that he 
would be away on business in Texas. Neither 
he nor Speaker Sam Rayburn have any use for 
the “Advisory Council.” Friday was the day after 
McCarthy’s death, and GOP Senators tried to get 
in touch with Johnson to clear decisions as to 
the Senate funeral. Johnson’s office said he was 
in Texas, and the Republicans phoned a number 
of places in that state where they hoped to find 
him — in vain. Finally, on advice from a smiling 
Democratic colleague, they went over to Johnson’s 
Washington apartment where they found him 
“holed up” — for the balance of the Advisory 
Council’s stay. 

@ One of Ike’s most important — and best — 
appointments recently was that of Robert C. Hill 
as Ambassador to Mexico. Hill (he’s 40) is 
one of the younger very anti-Communist gen- 
eration of State Department officials, as distinct 
from the “old line” diplomats like Bohlen and 


Thompson, who learned. to..be.“‘soft.on commu- .. 


nism” under Franklin D. Roosevelt. Hill faces 
a big job in Mexico, for it is thought that Moscow 
will seek to make that country a focal point to 
discredit “Yanquis” in Latin America. Next 
year Mexico must choose a new President. Old 
ex-President Cardenas, relict of the “red” days 
of 20 years ago, is reportedly seeking to control 
the election in order to put a pro-Communist 
candidate in the Presidential Palace. 

@ This much is known about Robert B. An- 
derson, former Deputy Secretary of Defense, who 
is now expected to be appointed Secretary of the 
Treasury when Secretary Humphrey retires: In 
1955, his name was suggested to Secretary of 
State Dulles to be Under Secretary of State, to 
succeed the then Under Secretary Herbert Hoover, 
Jr. Hoover reportedly approved the selection 
and so did Dulles. However, the White House 
Palace Guard opposed Anderson (for what rea- 


son, it is not known). Conservatives on Capito] 
Hill who know of the incident are prejudiced in - 
Anderson’s favor — although they doubt that he-- 
will prove as strong a fighter for fiscal solvency 
as Humphrey. 


Economy Front: Many signs point to a con. — 
tinuing tide of popular and Congressional op. 
position to the Administration’s high Budget. 
Particularly discouraging to the White House 
spenders are the following items: 

@ The House reduced, by slightly less than ” 
half, deficiency appropriations requested by the 
Administration to piece out the current fiscal — 
year. A large part of the reduction was $50 _ 
million requested for a program of Federal flood ~ 
control. In addition, the House rejected an 
amendment, offered by Representative Boland _ 
(D.-Mass.) to provide $14 million for flood in-~ 
surance....Among those opposing. this: move. sas__. 
Representative Thomas (D.-Tex.). Thomas’ op- © 
position, in spite of the fact that his home state 
has been hit by floods, is cited as evidence that 
most of the legislators are approaching the ques- 
tion of economy from the perspective of long- 
term national interest. 

@ The House Committee on Education and 
Labor cut the proposed school bill from $2 bil- 
lion to $1.5 billion. Numerous press accounts are 
attributing this and the afore-mentioned deficiency 
bill to cut to prevailing sentiment for economy. 

@ Ultra-New Deal Senator Paul Douglas, in 
a television interview, advocated a cut in the 
Budget of $2.5 billion to $3 billion — adding 
that the Budget surplus from the cut should be 
apvlied to the national debt. Sounding like his 
colleague, Senator Byrd of Virginia, Douglas 
asked: “If we do not cut the national debt in 
a time of prosperity, when will we do so?” 

® Reports from New York state last week in- 
dicated that economy sentiment is filtering up 
through spending programs in the states. Since 
January 1, New York “voters at the schoot dis-”" 
trict level have rejected 11 of 31 proposed bond 
issues for school loans. “The temper of voters,” 
commented The New York Times, is likely “to 
influence Representatives in Congress from New 
York on the related matters of reducing President 
Eisenhower’s Budget requests and Federal taxes.” 

® The Illinois GOP delegation to the House 
obtained a report (from the Legislative Reference 
Service) which serves to bring home forcefully 
to voters the cost of Federal spending programs. 
The report disclosed that Illinois taxpayers have. 
since the inception of America’s “giveaway” 
ventures, paid out over $7.5 billion in foreign 
aid funds. The people of Chicago alone, it was 
tevealed, have paid almost $4 billion. 


Business Revolt: Signs of angry business discon- 
tent with the President are appearing, as fore- 
shadowed by HUMAN EVENTS three months 
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ago. On May 8, W. H. Doerfner, a high Gen- 
eral Motors Corporation official, in a letter to 
President Eisenhower (released to the press), 
assailed the President’s “repudiation” of his cam- 
paign-stated beliefs in sound businesslike Govern- 
ment, and announced that he (Doerfner) would 
no longer support either Ike or the Republican 
party. The latter, he said, he would not back 
as long as it supported “your New Deal inspired 
international WPA.”  Doerfner was a former 
strong supporter of the President and is still a 
member of the Saginaw County (Michigan) GOP 
finance committee. 

Doerfner’s bitterness about what he brands 
repudiation of Ike’s campaign oratory is similar 
to many private outbursts noted here in Wash- 
ington at the recent U.S. Chamber of Commerce 
meeting. Doerfner says: “What once appeared 
to be an inspired ‘crusade’ now appears to have 


beet the: usual campaign of political-expediency ~: 


with early words and later actions bearing little 
relationship with each other.” 

At the same day, in the same city, Ross Roy, 
the President of the Detroit Board of Commerce 
—a Republican who voted for Ike in 1952 and 
1956 came out in opposition to giving the 
President free radio and TV time to explain his 
Budget. “The whole concept,” he said, “of our 
President being able to demand time from radio 
and television networks to sell his views, is a 
dangerous one. Even on an issue entirely non- 
controversial it is giving the party in power ad- 
vantage over the party not in power.” 


Teamsters: Atop all its other woes, the giant 
Teamsters Union now finds itself facing what 
amounts to a trial on charges that, as an em- 
ployer, it indulges in unfair labor practices. 


So says the Supreme Court, in ordering the 
National Labor Relations Board to rule on the 
merits of unfair labor practice charges filed with 
the N.L..R.B. by. the Office Employes Interna- 
tional Union against, of all people, the Team- 
sters Union. 

The Office Workers Union said in its complaint 
to the Board that it sought to organize the 23 
clerical workers in the Portland, Oregon, head- 
quarters of the Teamsters, but that the latter 
union retaliated by soliciting membership in one 
of its (Teamsters) own locals and discharging sev- 
eral workers for activities in support of the Office 
Workers Union. 


Two N.L.R.B. members held the Teamsters had 
clearly been unfair to the other union, in viola- 
tion of the Taft-Hartley law. The three-member 
majority, however, held that labor unions are 
nonprofit ‘organizations exempt from the Act. 

Said Associate Supreme Court Justice Tom 
Clark this week, for a 5-4 majority: “When a 
labor union takes on the role of an employer the 








law applies to its operations just as it would to 
any other employers.” 

The case now goes back to the N.L.R.B. for 
decision on the merits of the original complaint. 
One more trial for the Teamsters. 


Leftist Court: Newest evidence of the leftward 
trend of the “Earl Warren” Supreme Court came 
this week in two decisions circumscribing the 
rights of states to deny licenses to practice law 
because of past or suspected Communist party 
membership. 

One case, from New Mexico, involved a would- 
be lawyer who admitted having been a Commu- 
nist in the 1930’s but who said he left the party 
in 1940. The Supreme Court, in an 8 to 0 
decision, said the state’s denial of membership in 
its judicial bar deprived him of the due process 
guaranteed by the 14th Amendment to the 
Constitution. 

The second casé;--from’ California, Concerned — 
one Raphael Konigsberg, who refused to answer 
questions about Communist associations. He had 
been identified by a former Communist, in testi- 
mony before a California legislative committee, as 
having attended meetings of a Communist cell. 

Konigsberg was asked about this and other as- 
sociations by state bar examiners; he refused to 
answer, on the typically leftist grounds that the 
questions concerned only his personal political 
beliefs and represented an unwarranted intrusion 
on his constitutional rights of speech and thought. 

The Court’s five-justice majority in this case 
agreed with Konigsberg’s contention that his re- 
fusal to answer did not prove he was lacking in 
good character, and therefore was not proper 
grounds for refusing him a license. 

Justice Felix Frankfurter dissented on techni- 
cal jurisdictional grounds. Justice John M. Har- 
lan, in a dissent in which Justice Tom Clark con- 
curred, held that the questions were relevant and 
did not violate any constitutional rights, and that 
by holding otherwise .the. High Court. “imposed... 
its own notions of public policy and judgment on 
California.” , 

Justice Hugo Black wrote both majority opin- 
ions. The Court’s newest member, Justice Charles 
E. Whittaker, did not participate in either case. 


Foreign Aid: A recent report on “United States 
Foreign Assistance Programs,” prepared for the 
Special Senate Committee on foreign aid, adds 
fuel to Capital feeling against foreign “giveaways.” 
The report, prepared by Clement Johnston, Chair- 
man of the Board of the U.S. Chamber of Com- 
merce, demonstrates how American aid can ac- 
tually hurt a foreign nation rather than help it. 

The report singles out “the United States de- 
cision to support the currencies of Vietnam, Laos 
and Cambodia at the arbitrary rate of 35 piasters 
or other local currency to the dollar.” Now, the 
report observes, when these currencies are de- 





preciating in value, this exchange “figure is utterly un- 
realistic,” with the result that “large windfall profits are 
being made by importers and merchants importing at a 35 
piaster rate and selling on a 75 to 100 general market rate.” 

The effect of this situation is that “the faith of the newly 
freed people of the area in the integrity of democratic gov- 
ernment is shaken by the spectacle of the undeserved 
enrichment of a favored group.” 

American laxness in this matter, it is observed, allows 
foreign Governments to indulge in irresponsible fiscal 
practices — budget deficits, and “‘a singular reluctance to 
exercise vigorously their taxing authority.” The result of 
these practices is still more inflation — throwing our 
arbitrary rate of exchange even further out of balance. 

Similar misdirected attempts at “assistance,” it is said, 
are also extended to such countries as France and Italy. 


RFC: President Eisenhower recently submitted to Con- 
gress his first Government reorganization plan of 1957. 
It would abolish — guess what: the Reconstruction Fi- 
nance Corporation, which most people (except the few 
still on its payroll) believed to have died long since. 

“The RFC was established as an emergency lending 
agency when the depression first hit during the Hoover 
Administration; but, like most emergency agencies, it 
proved to be something more than temporary. It ex- 
panded under the New Deal, blossomed even more re- 
splendently during the war, and then, under the Truman 
“Administration, became the vehicle of the pastel mink 
coat and other scandals too numerous to mention. 

One of the first things that Eisenhower did when he 
became President was to agree to the suggestion of a 
group of Congressional leaders that the RFC be allowed 
to. die when its then current authorization expired on 
June-30, 1954. That it was believed to have done. 

This week it developed that liquidation of any Govern- 
ment agency is a long, drawn-out task, and requires a 
full staff to supervise the liquidation. Eisenhower’s “re- 
organization” order demonstrates that, even here, there 
will be no saving: the RFC’s functions are to be shifted 
to the Housing and Home Finance Administrator, the Ad- 
ministrator of General Services, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and the Administrator of the Small Business Adminis- 
tration, meaning that jobs will be found in those agencies 
for all employees now on the RFC payroll. 

Capital comment: Another example of the difficulty 
of ever getting rid of a Government agency once life is 
breathed into it. 


Book Front: In the Court of Public Opinion, by Alger 
Hiss; Alfred A. Knopf; $5. 

This book may turn out to be a decisive “exam” in 
the education of American “liberals.” In the years im- 
mediately following Whittaker Chambers’ charges before 
the House Committee on Un-American Activities, ‘“‘re- 
spectable people” closed ranks to protest Hiss’ innocence 
and to trample Chambers’ character and reputation. After 
two gruelling trials, a jury convicted Hiss — and the “‘lib- 
erals” backed away. This volume, an elaborate recital 
of Hiss’ defense and appeal arguments, may show whether 
the “liberals” can be conned the second time around. 

Judging by the book itself, they shouldn’t be. Hiss’ 
argument is incredible on the face of it. For example: 
a substantive point in the case was how Hiss had dis- 
posed of his 1929 Ford roadster; Hiss claimed that he 
had given it to Chambers in the summer of 1935; Cham- 
bers claimed that Hiss had arranged to transfer it to the 
Communist party. The records showed that Hiss did 
not sign over the titie of the car until July 23, 1936; 
and that, after its purchase by the Cherner Motor Com- 
pany, it was resold (on the same day) to one William 
Rosen, who invoked the Fifth Amendment when asked 
about the car and whether he was a Communist. Hiss’ 


effort to reconcile the cold record with his own testi 
(pp. 115-122) should encourage all who have not yet 
despaired of squaring the circle. 

More impressive to some readers than such acrobatig 
— made familiar by the hearings and trials — may be 
the arguments marshalled by Hiss’ attorneys in thei 
several appeal attempts. When analyzed, however, they 
protests are even more inherently implausible than Higy 
explanation of the Ford transaction. In a libel gyi 
brought by Hiss, Chambers produced a sheaf of 65 type. 
written pages— copies of Government papers — which 
analysis showed to have been typed on the same t 
writer as documents acknowledged to have been typed 
on the Hiss Woodstock. 

The Hiss theory is that Chambers constructed a t 
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writer so much like the Hiss machine that it would foo 
the experts. To show that such a deception was Possible, 
Hiss’ attorney hired an expert typewriter engineer, who 
undertook to construct a typewriter that would duplicate 
the Hiss machine, and an expert document examiner to 
check on the progress of this delicate work. After an 
unspecified period of time (apparently more than a year), 
Hiss’ attorney alleges, the work of these two experts pro- 
duced “relative, even if not complete, success.” 

This evidence is supposed to establish the “possibility” 
of forgery. Yet the Hiss theory also asks us to believe 
that Chambers built the typewriter and forged the docu 
ments (to defeat Hiss’ libel suit) between September 27 
(when Hiss filed the suit) and November 17 (when Cham- 
bers produced the papers) of 1948! Not only that, but 
the Hiss theory further asks us to believe that Chambers, 
after thus outperforming the typewriter engineers and 
document experts, planted his faked typewriter where 
he knew that Hiss’ attorneys would find it and introduce 
it as evidence for the defense (which they did). 

Even if they are given serious consideration, however, 
these improbable arguments as to what might have hap- 
pened do not shake the prosecution’s thesis: that the 
documents which Chambers produced and the so-called 
“Hiss standards” were indeed typed on the same type- 
writer. J. Edgar Hoover, for instance, this week dis- 
closed that the typing in the documents Chambers pro- 
duced is identical with that on an application for a 
Government job typed on the Hiss Woodstock. 

On the whole, Hiss might have served himself better 
by leaving this book unwritten. 

(As noted in HUMAN EVENTS last week, copies 
of In the Court of Public Opinion may be obtained from 
The Bookmailer, Box 101, Murray Hill Station, New York 
16, N. Y., at the bookstore price of $5. Purchasers also 
receive a free copy of Whittaker Chambers’ Witness.) 





Letter from RICHARD F. LEWIS, JR., Winchester, Va., 
owner of Radio Stations WSIG, WAGE, WFVA, WAYZ, 
WHYL, WELD, WRFL and WINC: “I want you to know 
how much HUMAN EVENTS is appreciated in our home. 
All of us read it first always. You give the important news that 
somehow nowadays does not get into the papers or magazines.” 
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BEWARE THE JUDAS GOAT ego’ 
Or: Where Do Conservatives Go From Here? ‘or. 8 6, of! 
\ 
By HOWARD BUFFETT N S 
y .\) aon eom™ 


J THE BIG Omaha packing houses, automa- 
A tion and push-button equipment have 
wken their toll of personnel, but one key em- 
ployee does his job just as he did 50 years ago. 
This employee is a four-legged animal with a 
picturesque title. He is known as the Judas goat. 


He is called “the Judas goat” because he 
leads lambs and sheep from the outside storage 
pens to the killing floor in the packing house. 
The sheep, tightly packed together, nose to 
rump, follow him blindly, stupidly, trustingly 
—even though they become panicky from the 
smell of blood as they near the fatal room. 


But then it is too late. Arriving there with 
his charges, the Judas goat backs away, his 
head averted. He nonchalantly heads back to 
the pens for another batch, and in this fashion 
he may lead as many as 1,000 sheep a day to 
slaughter. 


In detailing the Judas goat’s task, no judg- 
ment on his behavior is implied. His animal 
kinship to the sheep has provided him with an 
easy job. The sheep trust him by instinct as 
one of their kind, so they follow him. He is 
aware of no moral code, either by training or 
otherwise. He is “on the team,” doing his 
part in the organization efficiently and faith- 
fully. His material well-being and survival are 
thus protected. He is well-adjusted, and after 
a fashion, self-supporting. : 


In the collectivist age in which we live, 
Judas goats of the two-legged variety are in 


In many phases of life the follow-the-leader 
proclivities they inspire are harmless — or 
relatively so. But, with the human counter- 
parts of the Judas goats who operate in the 
political field, it is another story. 


N MANY COUNTRIES in our day these two- 
legged Judas goats have used their talents 

to lead trusting peoples into slavery and slaugh- 
ter. Such disasters have happened to religious 
and educated nations as well as lands where 
superstition and ignorance are rife. So no one 
possessing a modicum of humility will con- 
clude that the cruel collectivist tyrannies that 
have occurred elsewhere cannot happen here. 


Accordingly, the transcendent political duty 
of the citizen today is to develop an effective 
vigilance against a similar tragedy happening 
in America. 


This task cannot be entrusted to the poli- 
ticians of the major parties. It is largely they 
who have put us in the position where the 
main collectivist evils — militarism, inflation 
and uncurbed Federal intervention — threaten 
to make us a nation of subjects. 


In this crisis, American conservatives are on 
their own. No longer do they have.a major 
political party loyal to the principles that under- 
gird government by the people. This is an 
unpleasant truth to contemplate, and a much 
harder one to face up to courageously; yet if 
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collectivism is to be turned back, surely the 
time is here when conservatives must mount 
an effective counterattack. 


How can this be done? What are the tactics 
available to us, and which of those offer the 
greatest promise of victory? How do conserva- 
tives registered in the two parties develop a 
constructive and workable political strategy? 


Until a few months ago, many intelligent 
Americans believed that the Eisenhower Ad- 
ministration was essentially conservative. The 
President’s demand for large-scale intervention 
in the Near East, his myriad new domestic 
spending schemes, and his $70-odd billion 
Budget have shattered that illusion. 


The American people, aside from pocket- 
book patriots and die-hard party regulars, now 
recognize that the modern Republican party, 
like the Democratic party, is obsessed with the 
“State shall become God” concept. 


Debate about the intentions or end results 
of rule by either of the major parties under 
their present leadership has become foolish. 
Their common terminus, regardless of details 
or campaign oratory, is socialism. 


Facing the tough odds posed by the financial 
and mass propaganda weapons held by the 
major parties, some conservatives will wring 
_ their hands and declare the situation is hopeless. 


haa WHO WOULD give up are not only 
cowardly, but their position is clearly un- 
tenable. Conservatives cast a majority Presi- 
dential vote in 1932,* at the depths of a 
depression. In 1952,** after the party in 
power had entrenched itself for 20 years with 


* FDR in 1932 repeatedly promised to cut the expenses of the 
Federal Government by 25 per cent. 


** Eisenhower promised to cut Federal expenditures down to 
$60 billion within four years. 


ree 
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public funds, conservatives again polled ap | 
overwhelming majority. In each of those elec. 
tions the winning candidates talked conserva. 
tive and ran on conservative platforms. That 
is the record. 


Significant as this evidence is, it does not 
diminish the political difficulties facing con- 
servatives today. While they are a great major. 
ity of the registered Republicans, and a possible 
majority of the Democrats, they are blocked 
out and ignored at the policy-making level 
in both parties. 


While conservatives are impotent at national 
levels, their voting numbers are decisive at 
most state, district, and local levels. Therefore, 
if this analysis is correct, the two pro-socialist 
parties must be fought at the state and local 
ballot-boxes, where conservatives can win. 


How can this be done? Certainly it cannot 
be done by waiting until shortly before election, 
then finding that the “pros” have rigged the 
choice between Tweedledum and Tweedledee. 





Instead, strategy by conservatives should begin 
for the next election as soon as the ballots for 
the last one are counted. 


But before strategy can be formulated it is 
essential that the alternatives available are ex- 
plored. To break up the present pro-socialist 
two-party cartel, four ballot-box alternatives 
are open to the conservative: 


(1) He can abstain from voting. 


(2) He can vote the New Deal Democratic 
ticket. 


(3) He can fight for coaservative control of 
the Republican ticket. 


(4) He can vote for third-party or inde- 
pendent candidates. 


These are the alternatives —there are no 
others. Accordingly, an accurate appraisal of 
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their merits and demerits is the first step in 
preparing winning tactics. 


(1) The Conservative Can Abstain from 
Voting. With both parties socialist-bound, and 
elections a popularity contest sams principles, 
nonparticipation seems to make sense. Not 
so. Passive resistance does no good. Worse 
still, it simplifies elections for the party ma- 
chines. It makes the “bought vote” decisive. 
In short, it has no merit except to indicate con- 
tempt for rigged elections, without supplying 
any remedy. 


(2) The Conservative Can Vote the 
Democratic (New Deal) Ticket. This al- 
ternative will probably shock many life-long 
Republicans. To vote for Democrats, especially 
New Dealers, seems like the height of folly. 
Many thousands of traditional GOP voters ob- 
viously followed this tactic in the last election, 
particularly in farm states. Undoubtedly many 
will do so in ’58 and ’60. By embracing 
the New Deal, lock, stock and barrel — believe 
such disgruntled Republicans — GOP leaders 
have betrayed those who elected them. 


This tactic is supported by the following 
persuasive argument: only defeat can discredit 
and dislodge the present GOP rulers. If the 
voters quickly demonstrate that a Republican 
regime wedded to socialism cannot win, that 
blow, plus the resulting loss of prestige and 
patronage, could give conservatives a chance to 
regain control of the GOP. 

(3) The Conservative Can Fight for Con- 
servative Control of the Republican Ticket. 
Many conservatives are impressed by the claim 
that their only hope is to vote Republican and 
work in the GOP for a change of direction. 


The apparent advantages of this tactic need to 
be considered. 


The Republican party has historically been 
a conservative party. It has always commanded 


the allegiance of most conservatives outside of 
the South. Conservatives still make up the 
great bulk of its members. Moreover, at state 
and local levels many true conservatives still 
hold party office. In view of these factors, 
is it not wise for conservatives to work in the 
GOP to regain control by conservative leaders? 


OWEVER ATTRACTIVE this course may 
H seem, history warns us with several sen- 
sational failures. Consider conservatives who 
supported Hitler in Germany. They expected 
that, “by going along,” they could remold and 


_fedirect his policies towards conservatism — so 


reports a disillusioned Herman Rauschning. 
Instead, they were used as Judas goats to bring 
the stolid German rank and file under Hitler’s 
spell. Their conservative support gave him the 
respectability and prestige that insured his rise 
to complete power. 


Similarly, the fate of the Democratic party 
does not offer too much encouragement for 
this course. In the first New Deal years, many 
Democratic conservatives swallowed their prin- 
ciples and ‘‘stayed hitched.” They hoped to 
regain control by staying in. Yet the party 
moved farther and farther to the Left and in 
the last election Adlai Stevenson, candidate of 
the ADA, was the Democratic standard-bearer. 


However, all signs now suggest that both 
parties are in a state of tremendous internal 
convulsion. North and South in the Demo- 
cratic party are pulling apart. The 20-year-old 
bases of the Democratic party— labor and 
urban minorities — are crumbling. In the 
GOP, the rank and file (witness the economy 
wave against the Ike Budget) are in serious 
revolt against the President and head of the 
party. And this at a time when that head of 
the party must retire, by law, at the end of his 
term. The power of Eisenhower is fading and 








it seems unlikely that he can dictate the nam- 
ing of the next nominee. 


Therefore, many conservatives hope that they 
can select a conservative as the next Republican 
candidate for the Presidency. But, if they do 
not or cannot develop party power in the pres- 
ent fluid situation, if they follow “Judas goats,” 
then indeed the Republican party is doomed. 


(4) Conservatives Can Vote for Third- 
Party or Independent Candidates. This 
tactic looks pretty hopeless at first glance. Third 
parties have a mortality record that would 
dampen the ardor of all but the most dauntless 
Americans. 


Yet the Republican party itself started as a 
third-party movement. One mute bit of evi- 
dence favoring this course of action is the 
harsh intensity with which both major parties 
attack efforts to launch a new party. Perhaps 
they know better than the rest of us the real 
threat a new party offers to their rule. Also, 
note that the left wing of the Democratic 
party — the ADA — at certain times threatens 
to support a third force, a “Labor Party.” As 
a threat, the suggestion of a ‘“‘third party” could 
prove useful to conservatives in getting control 


of the GOP, as suggested in (3). 


Moreover, a start towards a third party oc- 
curred in 1956. If enough conservatives should 
decide that this method is the way out, the 
tactic might prove successful. But the road 
isa rocky one. In any case, if course (3) seems 
likely to fail, conservatives can place their hopes 
and energies behind course (4). 


S THIS SUMMARY indicates, the alternatives 
facing conservatives all have problems. 
None of them offers a simple and easy solu- 
tion for the question, “Where Do Conservatives 
Go From Here?” 


However, a potentially decisive factor stil] 
favors conservatives. Although divided, their 
numbers constitute a majority of American 
citizens. In the past few weeks a great awak- 
ening has occurred among millions of these 
people. They see as a reality today what they 
would have dismissed as a bad dream only six 
months ago — the spectacle of two major 
parties controlled by men whose love of power 
causes them to follow policies that inevitably 
end in socialism. 


The American people do not willingly march 
into socialism, honestly labelled as such. But 
they cannot stop that march until the correct 
tactics for resistance are found and utilized. The 
time has come when conservatives should study 
and discuss the four alternatives offered above. 


Selecting the correct course, the correct tactic, 
is the paramount task of American conserva- 
tives in 1957. 





Mr. Buffett, a life-long Republican, served four 
terms in Congress, representing the 2nd District of 
Nebraska. He retired voluntarily in 1952, and re- 
turned to private business. His most recent contribu- 
tion to HUMAN EVENTS was “The War We Are 
Losing: The Struggle With Inflation,” April 7, 1956. 
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